Conclusions Concerning Review of Hydrology Data for Recreation
Impacts (see attached tables 1 and 2)

Reservoirs

Generalizing results is difficult — results differ substantially by reservoir

At Lake Oroville, the No Storage options under Alternatives 2 and 3 would severely impact
recreation quality conditions at Lake Oroville (under the no storage options, the frequency in
which undesirable lake level conditions for recreation during the peak season [May-
September] would increase substantially compared to No Action conditions)

At San Luis, recreation quality conditions would improve substantially under Alternative 3

At Lake Don Pedro, the alternatives appear to have little or no affect on recreation quality
conditions

At Shasta Lake, Alternative 3 (all cases) would have a substantially negative effect on
recreation quality conditions (the number of months in which undesirable lake level
conditions for recreation would increase from about 7% of the time to between 11t015% of
the peak summer months)

From a regional perspective, Sacto Valley appears to be a net loser and San Joaquin Valley a
net winner; the addition of recreation capacity at a new storage facility would offset some of
the impacts at existing reservoirs; locally-significant impacts (around the existing reservoirs)
would still occur, but could be offset by locating the new reservoir nearby (especially near
Lake Oroville)

Rivers

(still need data [graphics with monthly data] from Param for Cases 706, 715, 709, and 717 [with
storage cases] for all affected sites)

For Sacramento River, substantial increase in flows in August, which is an important month
for recreation; however, unlikely to affect recreation quality conditions because a wide range
in flow conditions supports recreation activities (see support data for Table 1)

For Feather River substantial increase in flows in June and July under No Storage conditions

and substantial decrease in August and September — implications for recreation quality
unknown at this time

For American River, moderate decreases in flows in June under No Storage conditions would
be more than offset by increases (beneficial impacts) on flows occurring in July and August

No monthly data has been provided as yet for the San Joaquin River.
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